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inquiry.  It brings the insights of rhetorical scholars to bear on 
what is generally regarded as the key site for knowledge 
production in modern societies.   For this reason, POROI 
publishes each year summaries of ARST’s deliberations.   
A central theme of ARST’s 2011 Preconference was the rhetoric 
of risk.  The examples on which speakers and panels reflected 
were particularly appropriate to the location of the Preconference, 
New Orleans.  Panelists discussed the rhetorical dimensions of 
Hurricane Katrina and the BP Gulf Oil Spill, as well as other 
interesting sites of controversy.  In all of these controversies, 
tangled relations between public, technical, and personal spheres 
manifested themselves. 
Our ARST reports begin with a panel on the way risk is 
defined. Members of the panel were Mariaelena Bartesaghi, 
University of South Florida; Stephanie Houston Grey, 
Louisiana State University; and Steven Gibson, California State 
University, Northridge.   The report includes a fascinating 
discussion of how risk was actually created by the turn-taking 
conversational communicative style of certain authorities during 
Hurricane Katrina.   
 We continue with a panel by David Clanaugh, Michigan 
Technical University, and Hamilton Bean, University of 
Colorado, Denver, on distorted ways in which risk is measured, 
assessed, and communicated, especially with a view to hiding the 
influence of private interests.  Clanaugh develops an example of 
from mining practices in Michigan’s Upper Peninsula.  Bean 
discusses national security issues. 
In their panel, Z. Hall, Independent Scholar from Lawrence, 
Kansas; Brent Kice, Communication Studies, Frostburg State 
University, Maryland; and Jinhong Choi, Journalism & Mass 
Communication, Texas State University, San Marcos, report on 
BP’s rhetorical style, a style in which highly technical in-house 
communication practices got in the way of BP’s effort (if effort it 
was) to address the questions and anxieties of various publics.    
  The flip side of this rhetorical difficulty can be seen to good 
advantage in the panel on Controversy, Conflict, and Conflicting 
Expertises.   Aalok Mehta, Annenberg School, University of 
Southern California; Zoltan P. Majdik, North Dakota State; and 
Carrie Anne Platt, also of North Dakota State, focus on cases in 
which the suspicions of ordinary people about expert authority 
encourage them to assume the mantle of technical ethos 
themselves and to throw confounding technical (or at least 
technically framed) arguments back in the face of official experts.   
In Los Angeles, for example, opponents of a proposed subway 
route through their neighborhood successfully imitated the kind of 
arguments designed to silence them.    
There were two other reports at the ARST Preconference.   
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Nathan Johnson, Purdue University, Indiana, offers 
reflections that emerged from a panel on how infrastructure, 
including digital infrastructure, constitutes a rhetoric in its own 
right.   
The issue concludes with a lament on the failure of the 
discourses of science and religion (in the intelligent design case, of 
course, but in many other cases too) to energize rather than 
enervate each other.  The panel consisted of another POROI 
founding father, John Lyne, University of Pittsburgh; Joe 
Rhode, Louisiana State University; Ron Von Burg, Christopher 
Newport University; and Mark A. Steiner, also of Christopher 
Newport.  The reflections of this panel were presided over by the 
energetic shade of the late great Charles Sanders Peirce.  
The editors wish especially to thank Aimee-Marie Dorsten, 
Wilson College, Pennsylvania, and President of ARST for her 
effective work in nurturing and editing the ARST reports in this 
issue.   
 The editors encourage readers to submit contributions through 
the journal portal on the POROI web site 
(http://poroi.grad.uiowa.edu).  
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